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Addendum to Interview Summary 



Mr. Lerch argued that Coles did not disclose "a rotor with magnets in a plurality of 
recesses in a rotor core", as recited in Claims 1 and 9. Ms. Morris maintained that the 
reference, in fact, disclosed this arrangement, as depicted in fig 12, with magnets 27 fitted into 
recesses (unidentified) in the rotor core 26. Mr. Lerch agreed with this interpretation, and would 
confer with his client. 



Ms. Lee S. Lum 

Examiner 

2/11/04 



